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debate to promote optimal practice. It is clear that the two
papers should be considered together so that the reader is
presented with two sides of what is a contentious issue.
Failure to include an invited review in such cases may leave
half the story untold.
I believe that the role of journals such as the Australian
Journal of Physiotherapy is to promote knowledge that
ultimately leads to better outcomes for patients. Part of this
role is to engage with contentious issues rather than plod
blindly toward indefensible terrain. Surely it is better to
debate an issue without settling it than to settle an issue
without debating it.
I believe that by choosing to not plod blindly, the Australian
Journal of Physiotherapy has helped to position itself, and
the physiotherapy profession, as the pace-setters in the
pursuit of best practice and optimal outcomes from the
physical therapies. 
Lorimer Moseley PhD
The University of Queensland 
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Manual therapy techniques for the
cervical spine require special skills.
(Comment on Refshauge et al, Australian
Journal of Physiotherapy 48:171-179)
Joining the discussion on whether our profession is
meeting its full responsibilities to provide optimum care
(Refshauge et al 2002) for patients receiving cervical
manipulation, I offer these personal observations.
Please know that major permanent complications are
occurring. And no, they are not rare.
The risks involved with these procedures are ever-present,
for each of us, during every treatment. The subjective and
objective screening protocols afford only limited
protection.
The most important attribute we have to offer best care, and
to protect our patients from potential harm, is our expertise.
It is our responsibility, therefore, to ensure that every
physiotherapist using manipulation is fully trained, in not
only technical skills, but also education. Manual therapy
techniques for the upper cervical spine require special
skills which can only be acquired through specific training.
In every field of endeavour the Australian Physiotherapy
Association has set a standard of excellence. So, too, in the
area for managing upper cervical spine conditions, nothing
short of this standard is acceptable. There is only one path.
Refshauge et al have pointed the way.
Greg Schneider MMedSc
Specialist in Musculoskeletal Physiotherapy, Sydney
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Editorial independence – essential to the
integrity of the Journal. (Comment on
Van Der Weyden MB, Australian Journal
of Physiotherapy 48:167-168)
It was with considerable interest, and some concern, that I
read Martin Van Der Weyden’s editorial “Editorial
independence is built on trust and communication”
published in the last issue of the Australian Journal of
Physiotherapy.
My concern is that some readers may have inferred from
the editorial that the editorial independence of the Journal
is not assured. Whilst there is no doubt that the editorial in
question provided some interesting reading, the decision to
publish an editorial espousing the importance of editorial
independence and including advice for owners of journals
could be viewed as suggestive.
Readers of the Journal can be assured that the importance
of editorial independence is well appreciated by the owner
of the Journal, the Australian Physiotherapy Association.
Editorial independence of the Journal is essential to the
integrity of the publication and the maturity of the
physiotherapy profession within Australia. 
Broken down to its essential components, editorial
independence is essentially the right of the editors to decide
what is published, what is not published, when items are
published, and what (if any) amendments are made prior to
publication. On the basis of each of these important
foundations, the editorial independence of the Journal is
solid and uncompromised. To the best of my knowledge
this has always been the case.
Martin Van Der Weyden’s editorial refers (in part) to the
infamous case of compromised editorial independence at
the JAMA and dismissal of the JAMA Editor, George D
Lundberg, by the American Medical Association. In this
particular case, the American Medical Association sacked
the Editor of the JAMA over an issue related to the timing
of an article’s publication. Clearly, this is an example of
compromised editorial independence, as the owners did not
consider the editor in this case should have complete
discretion as to the timing of publication. Against this test,
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the editors of the Australian Journal of Phyysiotherapy
enjoy editorial independence. I am not aware of any
occasion when the timing of any publication within the
Journal was not at the absolute discretion of the Journal’s
editors.
Martin Van Der Weyden also makes reference to “editorial
management”. In the context of this discussion it is
worthwhile considering the difference between editorial
independence and managerial independence. Managerial
independence is quite different from editorial
independence. 
The Australian Journal of Physiotherapyl is owned and
published by the Australian Physiotherapy Association Pty
Ltd. Revenues and expenses of the Journal are consolidated
into the APA accounts. The membership of the APA quite
rightly expects the APA Board of Directors to govern all
aspects of APA operations. Consequently, it would be
inappropriate for an editor, or editorial board, to manage
the Journal independently. Whilst the editors should enjoy
editorial independence, the editors do not have managerial
independence.
I have some concerns that readers may have incorrectly
assumed from the editorial that the relationship between
the MJA and the Australian Medical Association allows for
a degree of managerial independence in excess of that
which exists between the Journal and the APA. The MJA is
published by the Australasian Medical Publishing
Company (AMPCo), which is a wholly owned subsidiary
of the AMA. The editorial refers to a “…separate Board of
Directors…” however it is important to note that the Board
of AMPCo is comprised of the AMA Director of Corporate
Services and the entire Executive Council of the AMA
(who sit on the AMA Federal Board), in addition to the
Editor of the MJA (source: Dr Robert Bain, AMA Secretary
General). Clearly, the MJA is not managed independently
of the AMA.
Both the Editorial Board of the Australian Journal of
Physiotherapy and the APA Board of Directors are acutely
aware of the importance of editorial independence. The
editorial board must have the freedom to publish
controversial papers – irrespective of whether or not such
papers take a position at odds with a majority of leading
physiotherapy academics and experts in any particular
field. A mutual appreciation of this important concept has
been a key factor in the Journal reaching the high level of
respect and recognition that the publication enjoys today.
David Malone
APA National President
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